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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a status of the case. 

Claims 1-36 were originally filed, claims 1-36 were cancelled and claims 
numbered 37-119 by preliminary amendment A, filed 12/10/1999. 

Claim 81 was cancelled, and claims 120-125 were added by Amendment B, filed 
April 2 2001 , also, a second claim numbered 48 was introduced, in accordance with 37 
CFR 1 .126 which requires the original numbering of the claims to be preserved 
throughout the prosecution, duplicate claim 48 has been renumbered as claim 126. 

Claims were amended in Amendment C, filed 06/14/2001. 

Claims were amended in Amendment D, filed 08/02/2001. 

A decision from the board reversed the previous examiner. The case was 
reopened and references applied. 

Claims have been amended, claims 81, 98, 101-103 have been cancelled and 
new claims 127-130 have been added. Claim 130 was inadvertently placed on the 
remarks page and could have been considered to be non-compliant with the new 
amendment practice, but was overlooked in view of the rejections below. A compliant 
amendment is recommended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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2. Claims 78-79 and 128 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as ' 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

as per claims 78-79, the phrase "the software product" lacks antecedent basis, it 
should be "the apparatus". 

as per claim 128, the phrase "the system" should be "the reservation system". 

Prior Art Made of Record 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
■applicant's disclosure. 

NetCaddy, though not detailed enough to use as evidence of all the features 
claimed, is submitted as evidence that the system of Cotton's system had been 
implemented in terms of its Tee time reservations if not its restaurant reservations 
aspect, even though the 102(e) date is its publication date of October 2000 rather than 
its US provisional of 16 April 1999. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Independent Claims 37, 80, 99, 119, 120 are allowable. 

5. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
As per claims 37, 120. 

The prior art of record, specifically NetCaddy / Cotton in view of Mann ('096) and 
McNally et al ('214) does not disclose or fairly teach: 

a first computer located at the restaurant, the first computer configured to store a 
first copy of the reservation booking database; 

a second computer located at a location remote from the restaurant, the second 
computer configured to store a second copy of the reservation booking database; and 

the first computer being connected to the second computer through the Internet, 
the first computer configured to be connected to the Internet using an always 
connected, non-dialup connection to the Internet so that the first computer and the 
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second computer can synchronize the second copy of the reservation booking database 
when the fires copy of the reservation booking database on the first computer is 
updated. 

As per claims 80. 

The prior art of record, specifically NetCaddy / Cotton in view of Mann ('096) and 
McNally et al ('214) does not disclose or fairly teach: 

the local computer being further configured to store the reservation booking 
database; 

the central computing location being further configured to store a second copy of 
the reservation booking database; 

the local computer being connected to the central computing location through an 
always on non-dialup connection to the Internet so that the local computer and the 
central computing location can synchronize the second copy of the reservation booking 
database when the first copy of the reservation booking database on the local computer 
is updated. 

As per claims 99. 

The prior art of record, specifically NetCaddy / Cotton in view of Mann ('096) and 
McNally et al ('214) does not disclose or fairly teach: 

providing a first computer at the first restaurant, the first computer configured to 
maintain the first reservation booking database; 

providing a copy of the first reservation booking database at a central computing 
location; 

providing an always on non-dialup Internet connection between the first computer 
and the central computing location; and 

updating the copy of the first reservation booking database in substantially real 
time when the first restaurant books time-slots in the first reservation booking database 
to reserve tables for customers not making bookings over the Internet. 

As per claims 119. 

The prior art of record, specifically NetCaddy / Cotton in view of Mann ('096) and 
McNally et al ('214) does not disclose or fairly teach: 

an update module configured to update over an alsays on non-dialup Internet 
connection a copy of the first reservation booking database maintained at a central 
computing location, the update module configured to update the copy of the first 
reservation booking database in a substantially real time when the first reservation 
booking database is updated. 

The claims that depend from the above allowable claims are allowable for the 
same reasons. 
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Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas A. Dixon whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6803. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 6:30 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571 ) 272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). . 
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